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These, as far as I have been able to ascertain them, are
the facts of the only charge against Impey, except the
one relating to Nuncomar, which reflects on his moral
character. Abridged to the utmost they are as follows
iii order of time, the observation of which is essential
to their due appreciation.

In January, 1780, the process of the Court was
practically confined by armed force to Calcutta. In
March the new arrangements as to the Adalats were
made, the old appellate system being retained with
slight, if any, modification. In September Hastings re-
corded his minute. Towards the end of October, Impey
accepted the new office. On December 22nd a salary was
affixed to it. Impey had notice of this in January, 1781.
He wrote in April to Lord Thuiiow and Wallace, then
Attorney, and Solicitor-General, to say he had received
the salary, but would not appropriate it to his own use
till he heard from them that he might do so, and in
July, 1781, he made a similar communication to the
Council. In the end of 1781 and the beginning of 1782,
the proceedings took place which ended in the letter of
recall dated in July, 1782. He held the office till
November, 1782, and then made over charge of it to the
Council. Whether ho actually did refund the amount
received does not appear, neither does it appear whether
Thurlow or any other minister ever gave him the opinion
as to the propriety of his doing so for which he asked.

Friends of mine at the India Office have made every
inquiry and search on these points, but have failed to
discover anything material. The only fact which throws
the faintest light upon the subject is that the article of the
impeachment, which relates to this matter, does not allege
that Impey ever received the salary voted to him. As